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XII.— Observations on Dr. Stoliczka’s “ Contributions to Ma- 
layan Ornithology” *. By Artuur, Viscount Waren, P.Z.S. 


By the publication of the paper the title of which is given above, 
Dr. Stoliczka has materially increased our knowledge of the 
ornithology of a region hitherto but little known. The small 
British possession of Province Wellesley appears never to have 
been before explored by the ornithologist, unless some portion 
of the so-called Pinang collections, which occasionally come to 
Europe, are made on the mainland. From this district Dr. 
Stoliczka enumerates about eighty-six species, chiefly belonging 
to the Picarie and Passeres. And it is perhaps the principal 
merit of these “contributions” that while they enable us, for 
the first time, to fix the northern limits of some, they extend 
our acquaintance with the range of many Malaccan species. 
Thanks to Dr. Stoliczka, our knowledge of the habitat of many 
Malayan species can no longer be summed up in the unsatis- 
factory and stereotyped words “ Malacca,” or “ Singapore.” 
In most instances copious notes are added, generally consisting 
of elaborate descriptions, objections to the validity of certain 
species, and rectifications in accordance with the author’s views 
of the synonymy of others. 

Province Wellesley is a narrow strip of land which runs for 
about thirty-five miles along the western coast of the Malay 
peninsula, opposite to Pinang. It does not appear to extend 
more than four miles inland ; and as it occupies so small a part 
of the breadth of the Malayan peninsula, we must not be too 
sure that its birds do more than approximately indicate the 
character of the ornis within the same degrees of latitude. It 
is quite possible that Malaccan peninsular forms which appear 
to cease in the Province, may, further inland, have a more 
northern limit, or that Indo-Burmese species may descend 
further south. Yet in the province itself a change in the 
character of the avifauna does occur, and many Malaccan 
species there cease, and Indo-Burmese there begin to appear. 
And, whether it be a mere coincidence or something more, the 
parallel of latitude at which the island of Sumatra terminates 
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in the north intersects the Malayan peninsula at the point 
where the peninsular ornis commences to lose its Sumatran 
character. 

The synonymy of the Indo-Malayan avifauna remains still, 
to a great extent, in a backward and unsettled condition. The 
difficulty of obtaining specimens from the different principal 
areas of the subregions wherewith to make comparisons is one 
great reason; for it is useless to attempt to decide from de- 
scriptions alone the identity or non-identity of many of the 
species described by the older authors; and the ornithology 
of the Indo-Malayan countries having attracted the attention 
of writers from the earliest period, its literature is very consider- 
able. We must not, therefore, be surprised at finding some 
corrections needed in Dr. Stoliczka’s interesting paper, and that 
his conclusions, here and there, require some modification. 
Having for many years devoted much time to the study of 
Malayan ornithology, and having had considerable opportunities 
of consulting both books and specimens, I propose to make a few 
remarks on some of the more important observations and state- 
ments of the learned Doctor. 

The suggestive introduction to the “ Contributions,” however, 
contains some sweeping generalizations, which first deserve 
special notice. We are told that more than one-half the species 
inhabiting Sumatra, Java, the greater part of Borneo, the 
Malayan peninsula, from Singapore to province Wellesley, and 
including the island of Pinang, are absolutely the same. Upon 
what data is this assertion based? In the absence of any au- 
thentic and exhaustive lists of the species inhabiting these 
several regions, it is not in our power to deny its accuracy ; 
but, until such lists have been prepared and analyzed, it remains 
equally beyond our power to affirm its truth. The facts I have 
been enabled to collect, insufficient, I admit, to be deemed con- 
clusive, tend to prove that nearly all the birds of the Malaccan 
peninsula are identical with those of the island of Sumatra, but 
that Sumatra over and above possesses species that do not occur 
in the peninsula of Malacca, that Java contains a large 
number of species which differ from those of Malacca and Su- 
matra, and that Borneo possesses species some of which are 
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Javan and others Malaccan in their identities. I exclude, of 
course, the Accipitres, Gralla, and Anseres from the comparison. 

“ Several of the birds noted from the Wellesley province re- 
present intermediate types between the northern Indo-Bur- 
mese and the southern Malayan forms.” A careful perusal of 
Dr. Stoliczka’s paper has not enabled me to find one positive 
fact to support this statement. Not a single indisputable in- 
stance is given of a Province-Wellesley individual presenting 
characters distinguishing it from a Malaccan individual on the 
one side, and from an Indo-Burmese on the other. 

Dr. Stoliczka is energetic in his denunciation of the practice 
of giving specific titles to forms from different areas, such as 
India, Burma, the Malay peninsula, and Java, which differ only in 
a certain degree from one another. The learned Doctor does not 
define the amount of difference necessary to constitute a species, 
but continues—“ Such artificial specific distinctions may look 
very well in a catalogue of birds, or on the labels in a museum, 
when perhaps one or two specimens from distant localities are 
considered to indicate an unusual richness of the collection ; but 
they are far from sufficient to illustrate the fauna of a province, 
and those so-called species have often no existence in nature.” 
Let us admit, though only for the sake of argument, that 
naturalists when endeavouring to bring together examples of 
nearly allied forms from widely separated areas, are not actuated 
by higher motives than those here suggested ; still do they not 
do more to illustrate the fauna of a district than if they ignored 
the facts thus acquired? Do not many of these facts raise some 
of the most perplexing questions in natural history ?—notably 
the question what is and what is not a species? If ornitho- 
logists are open to the imputation contained in the passage 
quoted, how is it that all the inhabitants of one distant region, 
and not merely a trifling percentage, are not described under 
distinct titles, in order that they “ may look well in a catalogue 
of birds or on the labels in a museum”? My experience of 
the motives which guide ornithologists when investigating, dis- 
criminating, and recording the differences existing between 
forms inhabiting distinct areas certainly prevents me from 
agreeing with Dr. Stoliczka’s remarks on this subject. 
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1. Hrerax FRINGILLARIUS (Drap.). 

There is much to be said in favour of Dr. Stoliczka’s view 
that H. eutolmus, Hodgs.= Falco cerulescens, Linn. Edwards’s 
description agrees better with H. eutolmus than with the Ma- 
laccan form ; but he says nothing about the white nuchal patch, 
nor does he figure it. Mr. Blyth unites Javan and Malaccan 
individuals under one species. A recomparison may show that 
they differ ; and certainly Malaccan individuals do not well agrce 
with Horsfield’s plate. Sumatran and Malaccan examples in 
my collection are undistinguishable. I have received H. eu- 
tolmus from Tongoo. 


2. Loricunus Gaueuus (Linn.). 
As the top of the head of L. vernalis is not red, Dr. Stoliczka 
probably alludes to L. indicus (Gm.). 


5. Harpactes KAsuMBA (Raffles). 

The description of the individual noted as a doubtful female 
of H. kasumba agrees well, and only, with the female of that 
species. It is certainly not the female of the Ceylon and Mala- 
bar H. fasciatus (Forst.). The bars on the wing-coverts of H. 
kasumba, 9 , are broader than in the male. In H. fasciatus there 
is no difference between the form and proportions of the sexes ; 
their colour alone distinguishes them. Labuan examples of 
H. kasumba do not differ from Malaccan. 

Four species of Harpactes, as surmised by Mr. Wallace, exist 
in the Malaccan peninsula :—1. H. kasumba (Raffl.); 2. H. 
diardi (Temm.); 3. H. duvaucelii (Temm.); 4. H. rutilus (Vieill. 
ap. Gould). This last is assuredly a species distinct from H. 
duvaucelii, as Mr. Gould was the first to point out. I possess 
examples of both species from Malacca. 

Dr. Cabanis (Mus. Hein. iv. p. 154) refers Trogon duvaucelii, 
Temm., to T. rutilus Vieill., and regards it as an insular species. 
H. rutilus, Vieill. ap. Gould, with a uniform cinnamon-coloured 
upper plumage, Dr. Cabanis (tom. cit. p. 156) describes as a new 
species, from Malacca, under the title of Pyrotrogon orrhopheus, 
and considers it to be the continental representative of the Suma- 
tran T. duvaucelii. Le couroucou cannelle male, of Le Vaillant, 
on which both T. rutilus, Vieill., and T. cinnamomeus, Temm., 
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were founded, is described by Le Vaillant (Hist. Nat. Courou- 
cous, p. 20) as having the back, scapularies, rump, and upper 
tail-coverts of a lively rufous or pure cinnamon-colour. It cannot, 
therefore, have been described from an example of T. duvaucelii, 
Temm. Mr. Gould’s identification appears to be quite in 
accordance with the facts; and the title of orrhopheus, Cab., 
will have to be suppressed. 

The Sumatran H. mackloti, Müll., may yet be discovered in the 
Malayan peninsula, while the occurrence of a species closely 
allied to the Javan H. orescius (Temm.) in Tenasserim is of the 
highest interest. 


10. PHÆNICOPHAES CURVIROSTRIS (Shaw). 

It has been satisfactorily demonstrated by Dr. Cabanis (Mus. 
Hein. iv. p. 67) that this title applies to the Javan Malkoha 
only. The Malaccan, Sumatran, and Bornean form, with round 
nostrils and red lower mandible, must take the name Ph. ery- 
thrognathus, Hartl. (Verz. Brem. Samml. p.95, 1844), founded on 
the Sumatran Malkoha Cuculus melanognathus, Horsf. ap. Raffles, 
nec Horsf. Dr. Stoliczka states the middle pair of rectrices are 
sometimes wholly green—an important fact, and which will 
probably invalidate the right of Ph. æneicaudus, Verr., to separate 
specific rank. A Labuan example in my possession has the 
middle pair also entirely green. 


18. XanTHoL#Ma INDICA (Lath.). 

If Bucco philippensis, Brisson, is really identical with the 
Indian little Barbet (B. indicus, Lath.), this species must take 
Statius Miiller’s name hemacephala, founded by him on Buf- 
fon’s Barbue des Philippines (Pl. Enl. 331*), which came from 
the Philippines (probably Brisson’s type, brought by Poivre), as 
stated by Buffon (Hist. Nat. vii. p. 102) and also by S. Müller. 
In Messrs. Marshalls’ Monograph of the Capitonide, it is errone- 
ously stated that Miiller’s hemacephala was founded on examples 
from Sumatra; whereas Müller distinctly says, “ Er wohnet in 

* Given in the Monograph of the Capitonide as no. 871, which re- 
presents M. virens (Bodd.). Itis to be hoped that the slips in synonymy, 
and the omission of many important references, which somewhat detract 
from the scientific value of this otherwise beautiful work, will be repaired 
in an appendix. 
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den Philippinischen Inseln, Buffon.” So far as we know, 
none of Miiller’s titles were founded on specimens. They were 
mostly given, like Boddaert’s, Scopoli’s, and Gmelin’s, to plates 
or descriptions in other works. 


19. Mrcatoruyncuus mayı (Gray). 

Lesson’s generic title, Caloramphus, supersedes that of Eyton, 
having been published one month earlier (Rev. Zool. 1839, 
May Ist). Dr. Stoliczka has correctly retained the specific 
name hayi, J. E. Gray, for the Malaccan bird. Most unac- 
countably, in the Monograph of the Capitonide, Gmelin’s title 
lathami, erroneously applied by Raffles (Trans. Linn. Soe. xiii. 
p. 284) tothe Sumatran Caloramphus, is adopted, and, more- 
over, as if it were an original title of Sir Stamford’s ; for the 
date 1822 is added. Sir Stamford enumerated the species in 
his List of Sumatran Birds under the title of Bucco lathami, Gm. 
It is almost superfluous to remark that Latham’s Buff-faced 
Barbet (Synop. i. p. 504, pl. 32), on which Gmelin founded his 
B. lathami, cannot possibly refer to C. kayi. It isa dark olive- 
green bird, with the forehead, chin, sides of the head, and round 
the eyes dull buff colour, yellow in the plate. Bill beset with 
bristles at the base. No plausible identification of Latham’s bird 
has as yet been made. 


20. Tiea “rura,” Rafi. 

It is difficult to perfectly understand the meaning Raffles in- 
tended to convey in the last member of the sentence, “ Tukki 
besar, or T. rufa.” Nor does Vigors in the ‘ Memoir ” assist 
us; for he does not repeat the words—from which it may, 
however, be inferred that Vigors did not consider that Sir 
Stamford intended to bestow a new specific name on Horsfield’s 
species. Malherbe quotes the passage “ou Tukki rufa, Rafil.,” 
thus regarding the letter 7. as the initial of the native name. 
Tukki is the Sumatran word, as Phatuk seems to be the Javan, 
for Woodpecker. Perhaps “ besar” is the Sumatran for red, 
and Sir Stamford may have added the words “or T. rufa” 
as a literal translation of the native name. In the case of 
Falco dimidiatus, he wrote “ Lang Laut, or Sea Eagle,” thus 
translating the native name into English, and not into Latin. But 
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still the use of the letter 7, instead of P, is unaccounted for. 
If T is a misprint for P, why rufa? And yet Sir Stamford 
could not have meant 7 as the initial of “ Tiga ;” for that word, 
in a generic sense, was not used until sixteen years later by 
Kaup. The question, however, is of small importance ; for the 
oldest title for the Javan species appears to be Picus javanensis, 
Ljungh (Act. Stockh. xviii. p. 134, 1797), unless, indeed, the 
Sumatran and Malacean Tiga differs from the Javan. 


22. HemiLopuHus Javensis (Horsf.). 

Swainson’s generic name cannot be used having been previ- 
ously employed (Audinet-Serville, Entom. 1835). Mulleripicus, 
Bp., next in priority, can only be adopted for P. javensis and its 
affines on the assumption that they are congeneric with P. 
pulverulentus, Temm.*, the type of Bonaparte’s genus. Dr. 
Cabanis has separated them under the title of Thriponaz. 

The Burmese species M. feddeni, Blantord+ (= Picus crawfurd:, 
J. E. Gray ?), is easily to be distinguished from T. hodgsoni (Jerd.) 
by having a very broad white mark on the inner wcbs of the whole 
of the quills, primary and secondary, the short first primary in- 
eluded. This white mark occupies about half the length of each 
quill. In T. hodgsoni, the white marking is restricted to the inner 
webs of the primaries at their insertion, and is only to be de- 
tected by pushing aside the under carpal coverts. On the inner 
webs of the secondaries it is more developed, but is not discern- 
ible without first removing the white under wing-coverts. The 
dimensions of the wings and tail of the two species are about 
equal, but those of the bill of T. hodgsoni are much greater. 
The extent of white on the back of T. feddeni is also more con- 
siderable. In full-plumaged males of T. feddeni, a conspicuous 
pure white oval spot occupies the tips of the 3rd, 4th, Sth and 
6th primaries. In younger males these spots are dirty brown, 

* Both Malherbe and Dr. Cabanis have superseded Temminck’s title by 
that of gutturalis, Valenc., ex Sumatra. The 66th livraison of the ‘Recueil’ 
was published 10th June 1826. The 40th volume of the Dict. des Sc. Nat. 
was likewise published in 1826; but the month has yet to be determined. 
Until that is decided, it seems best to retain the title under which the 


species was first figured, and by which it is best known. 
t (Cf. Blyth, J. A. S. B. xxxii. p: 75 (1863).—Eb.] 
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and indistinct. 1 have detected similar indications in Javan 
examples of T. javensis, also in the Malaccan form, but not in 
individuals of T. hodgsoni. Full-plumaged male Javan examples 
of T. javensis have the white on the inner webs of the quills 
limited, as in T. hodgsoni. In Malaccan examples the white 
is more developed, although not nearly so much so as in T. 
feddeni. 


25. CHRYSOPHLEGMA MALACCENSIS (Lath.), 

Malherbe’s identification of Picus malaccensis, Lath., with P. 
miniatus, Forster, seems well founded, and so also his opinion 
that the individual referred to by Mr. Blyth (J. A. S. B. xiv. 
p- 192) belongs to another species. 


29. MEIGLYPTES MARGINATUS (Reinw.). 

Latham’s description of his P. pectoralis certainly does not 
agree sufficiently with P. brunneus, Eyton, to warrant the con- 
clusion of Mr. Blyth and of Malherbe. Reinwardt’s title 
cannot stand, as it was not published until after Eyton’s and 
Lesson’s. The oldest available title, therefore, seems to be tukki, 
Less. (Rev. Zool. 1839, June Ist, p. 167, ex Sumatra), which 
is senior to Eyton’s brunneus by about three weeks. P. lu- 
ridus, Nitzsch, was published a year later (Pterylogr. p. 137, 
1840). 


31. HALCYON COROMANDELICUS, Scop. 

Must stand as H. coromanda, Lath. The variations, both of 
colour and dimensions, which this species exhibits in the different 
localities it inhabits have been well shown by Mr. Sharpe in his 
accurate and conscientious monograph. The Japanese race is 
larger, and not smaller, than that of India. 


32. H. ATRICAPILLUS, Gm. 
= H. pileata, Bodd., which must stand. 


33. H. ruscus, Bodd. 

Mr. Sharpe finds that individuals from Asia Minor, and from 
India, Malay peninsula, &c. are absolutely the same, and there- 
fore adopts H. smyrnensis (Linn.). This sets the question at rest ; 
for we cannot follow a more reliable author. The individual 


described by Dr. Stoliczka is clearly a young bird. 
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35. DACELO PULCHELLA, Horsf. 


Carcineutes is a good genus, characterized by the notch at the 
gape, and should be adopted for this species and its Bornean 
ally. The example described seems to be one of a very old 
bird, but not quite in full plumage. The chestnut collar dis- 
appears in very old individuals, and the entire hinder neck is 


blue. 


36. ÆTHOPYGA LATHAM! (Jard.). 


Since writing my paper on the eastern Sunbirds, I have had 
the good fortune to acquire from Pinang a large series of the 
species noticed under this title by Dr. Stoliczka. The correct title 
for the Malaccan Æthopyga cannot be decided until Sumatran 
examples of Certhia siparaja, Raffles, have been compared with it. 
There is, and has been, little doubt that Nectarinia lathami, Jard. 
was described from a Malaccan individual, or else from an example 
not differing from the Malaccan species. But Sir Stamford’s 
description of C. siparaja will equally well apply to the Malaccan 
bird, the brown middle pair of rectrices notwithstanding, old 
feathers not thrown off. Dr. Cabanis is the only author who 
has maintained that the Malaccan Æthopyga is distinct from 
the Sumatran. His title, eupogon, certainly applies to the 
Malaccan species, and I find, by comparison, that Labuan ex- 
amples cannot be separated. But Dr. Cabanis does not leave it 
quite clear that he had compared his eupogon with the Sumatran 
stparaja. A Sumatran example, it is true, is enumerated as 
being contained in the Halberstadt Museum ; but the localities 
given in the Mus. Heineanum are not always trustworthy. As 
a distinctive character, Dr. Cabanis says, “ Bauch dunkelgrau, 
ebenso die Weichen, welche nicht weiss sind.” Was he misled 
by Temminck’s figure of N. mysticalis, with which Dr. Cabanis 
identifies Æ. siparaja? Dr. Stoliczka places some reliance on 
the tail being shorter than the wing in his examples. The two 
middle rectrices in the Malaccan thopyga are seemingly shorter 
in proportion than in Æ. miles. Out of six adult Pinang males, 
I find that the tail in three is shorter than the wing (2 inches). 
One has the tail an eighth of an inch longer than the wing. 
Two have the tail equal to the wing. But according to Mr. 
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Wallace (P. Z. S. 1863, p. 220), it may be inferred that a short 
tail is a characteristic of true siparaja. In the imperfect state 
of our knowledge of the relationship of the Sumatran and 
Malaccan Æthopyga, it seems to me more prudent to retain the 
title of the Sumatran species for that of Malacca, until it can be 
shown by comparisons made between actual examples that they 
specifically differ. Whether the Javan N. mysticalis, Temm., and 
the Sumatran C. siparaja, Raffles, are identical, is much more 
open to dispute. 


38. ARACHNECTHRA FLAMMAXILLARIS (Blyth). 

The absence of a maroon pectoral band in A. jugularis (Linn.), 
as I have previously remarked, will probably be found to di- 
stinguish the Philippine from Mr. Blyth’s species. Should, 
however, Dr. Stoliczka’s surmise prove correct, a new fact in 
the distribution of the Philippine ornis will be established ; for, 
so far as at present known, there is not a single instance of a 
Philippine species being found in the Malay peninsula and the 
remaining area of A. flammazillaris, and yet nowhere else. 


39. NECTAROPHILA MALACCENSIS (Scop.). 
As I have already stated (Ibis, 1870, p. 48), Javan and Malac- 
can examples of this species in no way differ. 


40, ARACHNOTHERA MODESTA, Eyton. 

Dr. Stoliczka observes, “This species is readily distinguished 
from the last (N. malaccensis?) by its stout and short bill.” 
What species is referred to? 


49. PITTA GRANATINA, Temm, 

This is the correct title for the Malaccan bird, unless the 
slight differences it exhibits are considered sufficient to separate 
it from the Bornean type. P. venusta, Temm. has not, I believe, 
been found out of Sumatra. 


50. GEOCICHLA MODESTA (Eyton). 

This title must give way to Turdus rufulus, Drapiez (1826), a 
bird of passage in Java. There can also be little doubt that it is the 
T. pallens, Pallas*. And if it is the Pale Thrush of Latha m,ex 
Pennant, with which Pallas identified his T. pallens, it will have to 

* Conf. Blyth, Ibis, 1870, p. 167. 
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stand as T. pallidus, Gm. The bird has been well figured in the 
‘Fauna Japonica,’ pl. 27. Iam unable to distinguish Malaccan 
examples from a Lake-Baikal individual. T. chrysolaus, Temm. 
ap. Godwin-Austen, J. A. S. B. xxxix. p. 102, no. 358, ea Jerd., 
is a female of T. pallens. This individual, obtained at Cherra 
Punji, exhibits the secondary coverts tipped with white, as 
shown in the ‘ Fauna Japonica,’ a feature not always present. 
This species can scarcely be classed under Geocichla. 


56. Iora typuta (Linn.). 

I. zeylonica (Gm.), was described from a Ceylon bird. 
Dr. Stoliczka states that “birds with the whole upper black 
plumage of zeylonica are never met with in Burma and the 
Malayan country.” My experience of the species fully con- 
firms this statement. And I may add, that I have never 
seen a full-plumaged Ceylon male in the garb of a Burmese 
I. typhia. These two birds are additional instances to the 
many already known where the full plumage in the one 
species is more or less the female or young garb of another 
species. It is very likely that Z. zeylonica and I. typhia inter- 
breed at the extreme limits of their respective regions, in the 
same way as Coracias indica and C. affinis; but this in no way 
establishes their specific identity. I cannot find that Mr. Blyth 
has ever doubted the distinctness of the two species. He has, 
however, suggested the probability of hybrids occurring. 


58. Puytiornis saAvensis (Horsf.). 
The identity of the Malayan with the Javan species has yet to 
be established. 


59. PHYLLORNIS CYANOPOGON, Temm. 

As described, the Province-Wellesley individuals do not agree 
with Temminck’s species, in which there is no yellow whatever. 
True P. cyanopogon, Temm. is sometimes sent from Malacca in 
collections. 


60. PHYLLORNIS COCHINSINENSIS (Lath.). 

This is Gmelin’s title, bestowed by him on Montbeillard’s 
“ Verdin de la Cochinchine ” (Hist. Nat. Ois. iii. p. 409). The 
type was figured in the ‘Planches Enluminées,’ no. 643. f. 2. 
Montbeillard affirms that it most certainly came from Cochin 
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China, because it was contained in the same case with an “ animal 
porte-muse”’ sent direct from that country. Temminck com- 
pared the type specimen in the Paris Museum with examples of 
a Phyllornis said by him to be sent in large numbers from Java 
and Sumatra, and states that they did not differ from the type. 
This species of Phyllurnis Temminck figured (P1. Col. 484. fig. 
2) from a Javan example, and he refers to that Plate as con- 
taining the most exact resemblance of the species until then 
published. Montbeillard’s account agrees well with the figure 
given by Temminck, and with Javan examples in my possession. 
But the bird remarked on by Dr. Stoliczka is a totally distinct 
species, namely Phyllornis malabaricus (auct. ap. Temm. Pl. 
Col. no. 512. fig. 2) = Ph. icterocephalus, Temm. ap. Bp. (1850), 
a title which I presume must stand, although never published 
by Temminck ; for I cannot concur with Horsfield and Moore 
(Cat. E. I. Co. i. p. 411) in identifying the yellow-headed Phyl- 
lornis with Chloropsis mysticalis, Swains. (1838). Indeed Dr. 
Stoliczka’s statement, that the female has the wings and tail 
coloured like the male, effectually disposes of any such hypothesis. 
Ph. mysticalis is either the female of Ph. cyanopogon, Temm., or 
else of a species of which the male has not been described. 
Phyllornis cochinsinensis I have not as yet met with from 
the Malay peninsula. 


61. CRINIGER GULARIS (Horsf.). (Plate VI. fig. 1.) 

This title applies -to the Javan species only—a distinct bird 
with the entire head rufous-brown, and not ashy black. It is 
also a much larger form, with wings and tail about four inches 
long. Lanius bres, Lesson, Voy. Bélanger, p. 255, is synonymous. 
The Malaccan species, which I find on comparison is identical 
with the Sumatran, must stand as C. pheocephalus (Hartl.) 
(Plate VI. f. 2). It has received the following titles :— 

Txos pheocephalus, Hartl. Rev. Zool. 1844, p. 401, ex Malacca. 

Tricophorus caniceps, Less. op. cit. 1845, p. 367, ex India. 

Pycnonotus rufocaudatus, Eyton, Ann. Mag. N. Hist. xvi. p. 
228 (1845), ea Malacca. 

Criniger cantori, Moore, P. Z. S. 1854, p. 279, ex Malacca. 

Dr. Hartlaub’s name must therefore be adopted. 
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66. Irena pue ta (Lath.). 

Dr. Stoliczka is of opinion that the three forms of Irena which 
I have lately discriminated (Ann. Nat. Hist. 4th Ser. vol. v. p. 
417), “should only be considered as local races of one and the 
same bird.” A perusal of the grounds stated in support of this 
opinion leads me to the belief that the learned Doctor was not 
possessed of all the materials necessary to arrive at a sound con- 
clusion. Thus the Javan J. turcosa is pronounced to be a local 
race, although Dr. Stoliczka tells us that he has “not seen Java 
specimens.” Nor does our author in his history of Z. puella 
appear to be very well acquainted with all the facts. 

Dr. Stoliczka commences with this passage :—“ It was, I 
think, Blyth who first pointed out, years ago, the constant smaller 
size of the Malayan as compared with the Indian bird; but, on 
account of the identity in coloration, he considered the two 
races as belonging to one and the same species, J. puella, 
Latham. There are probably few ornithologists who, after 
having seen large series of this species, would not follow Blyth 
in his determination.” I will now quote what Mr. Blyth 
really did say :—‘ Irena, Horsfield. A curious distinction be- 
tween the Indian and Malayan J. puella auctorum has been 
pointed out by Lord Arthur Hay, to whom we are indebted for 
the discrimination of numerous other closely allied forms. In 
the Malayan bird, the under tail-coverts reach to quite the end of 
the tail; while in J. indica, A. Hay, they are never less than an 
inch and a quarter short of the tail-tip in the’ males, and generally 
an inch and a half short in the females. I have verified this 
observation upon, so many examples from both regions, that 
there can be no doubt of the fact.” (J. A. S. B. xv. pp. 308, 309). 
It will be seen that not one word is said about coloration, or 
about “the constant smaller size.” Nor has the relative size of 
the three species ever been alluded to by me, beyond my remark 
in the Annals (/.c.), that in all three species the length of the 
wing is equal. So far as I have been able to observe, no 
appreciable difference of general size exists. But the Malabar 
bird has the tail a quarter of an inch longer than the Malayan and 
Javan. And it is this greater length of the rectrices, combined 
with the shorter coverts, that makes the discrepancy between 
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the proportions of the rectrices and coverts so striking. Dr. 
Stoliczka further remarks, ‘ One thing is certainly.clear, namely, 
that the greater length of the tail-coverts in the Malayan bird, 
as compared with the Indian, is not constant” *. As we have 
seen above, in Mr. Blyth’s opinion “ there cannot be a doubt of 
the fact.” And again, two years later, the same author (Cat. 
Cale. Mus. p. 214) specifies the Malayan race as “with lower 
tail-coverts, reaching to nearly end of tail;” and the Indian 
and Burmese race as “with constantly much shorter tail-coverts.” 
The validity of this distinguishing character was also recognized 
by Horsfield and Moore (Cat. E. I. Co. Mus. i. p. 274) ; and 
Mr. Moore, while referring the Malabar bird to Coracias puella, 
Lath., named the Malayan J. malayensis. 

I may add that since 1846 I have examined numbers of ex- 
amples, both from Malabar and from the Malayan peninsula, 
and in adult birds I have invariably found them to be distin- 
guished by the characters which I originally pointed out. 

Dr. Stoliczka proceeds, “I can see no striking difference in 
the lazuline or blue coloration of g and @ specimens from 
South India and those from Burma, and again between these 
and others from Malacca.” I have never seen male examples 
of the Burmese Jrena ; but I must still insist that a striking, well- 
marked, and easily recognizable difference does exist between the 
blue colour of the Malabar and the Malayan-peninsula Jrena. I 
have placed a series of examples from those two regions before 
indifferent persons, and they have in all cases, without hesitation, 
and by means of the colour alone, separated the Malabar from 
the Malayan and Sumatran form. 

Whether the characters which, I still maintain, do distinguish 
the Malabar, the Malaccan, and the Javan species from one an- 
other are sufficient to entitle each to a separate specific desig- 
nation is a fair matter of opinion. Yet the terms local variety, 
climatal variety, local race, geographical race, subspecies, &c., 
though an easy way of expressing indefinite ideas, seem arti- 
ficial, as opposed to the term “species,” so long as the term 
“ species’ does not involve the finite conception of fixity. The 
three titles J. puella, I. cyanea, I. turcosa represent three facts 

* The italics are Dr. Stoliczka’s. 
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in Natural History—facts when considered side by side with 
others, either-similar or opposite, of importance to the naturalist 
who is investigating the origin of species or the reasons of the 
present geographical distribution of animals. 

Dr. Stoliczka very rightly observes that the fauna of the hill- 
ranges of Malabar shows a decided affinity to the Malayan, 
although that country is separated by many hundreds of miles 
from the Indo-Malayan region. But hardly one Malabar bird 
is identical with an Indo-Malayan, unless it is also found oc- 
curring in the intervening countries. The Malabar J. puella isa 
case in poiut. The genus is Indo- Malayan, extending over Java, 
Borneo, and the Philippines to the eastward, and northwards 
to Assam, although not crossing the narrow Assam valley to 
the seemingly equally favourable slopes of the Himalayas. If 
the Malabar Jrena were identical with either the Malaccan, the 
Javan, or the Philippine species, it would form an exception to 
this general law of diversity. Again, the avifauna of the Malac- 
can peninsula is almost identical with that of Sumatra. These 
two areas possess most of their species in common, and repre- 
sentative forms are rare, if even known; and no difference can 
be detected between Sumatran and Malaccan examples of Irena. 
The ornis of Java differs considerably from that of Malacca and 
Sumatra; and the Javan Jrena is also found to differ. Again, 
the Phihppine ornis, though generally Indo-Malayan in its 
character, still contains genera not belonging to that region, and 
its relations are even more remote than those uniting Malabar, 
Malacca, and Java. The Philippine Jrena, in conformity with 
the aberrant characters of its area, differs more from the Malabar, 
Malayan, and Javan species than they do among one another. 
Are we not then, by the bestowal of distinctive titles, to give 
currency to these facts because we happen to disagree in our 
definitions of the term “species” ? Is it not begging the whole 
question of the origin of species, and the laws which govern 
their variation, to maintain that two forms palpably differing in 
certain constant characters are not different? As generally 
understood, the problem to be solved is, Why do they differ ? 
Why does one member of a genus differ more widely from a 
given standard than another of its members? We shall never 
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discover the solution if we start by refusing to acknowledge the 
facts presented to us by nature, or if we make the amount of 
difference necessary to establish a species an arbitrary matter 
of degree, dependent on individual opinion, and not on posi- 
tive fact. 


67. Lantus LUCIONENSIS, Linn. 

Probably L. cristatus, Linn., which certainly occurs in the 
Malay peninsula. I very much doubt the Nicobar and Andaman 
habitat of L. lucionensis. 


68. LANIUS MAGNIROSTRIS, Less. 

Lanius waldeni, Swinhoe, P. Z. S. 1870, p. 131, pl. xi. ex 
Szechuen, is nothing but this species in breeding-plumage ; and 
I am much disposed to the opinion that L. phænicurus, Pall. 
is L. cristatus, Linn. in breeding-plumage. Lake-Baikal ex- 
amples are only to be distinguished from Indian by the purer 
rufous of the upper plumage and the purer white of the 
under. I have received L. cristatus from the N. W. Provinces 
of India. 


69. TEPHRODORNIS sorDIDA, Wallace. 

This is Lesson’s specific title (Voy. Bél. p. 253, 1834) for 
T. pondiceriana (Gm.). T. grisola, Blyth (described J. A. S. B. 
1842, p. 799, named op. cit., 1843, p. 180 bis) is probably the 
species meant. It is again referred to by Mr. Blyth, op. cit. 
1846, p. 305, where he states that he had received an un- 
doubted specimen from Java and another from Penang. The 
type was shot by Mr. Blyth in the neighbourhood of Calcutta 
along with, curiously enough, a young individual of T. pondi- 
ceriana. It is included by Dr. Jerdon in his ‘ Birds of India’ 
(i. p. 411). 

The type of Swainson’s genus Tephrodornis is Lanius virgatus, 
Temm. = Lanius gularis, Raffles (if the Javan and Sumatran 
species are really identical, which has yet to be proved). Te- 
phrodornis is therefore, on Dr. Stoliczka’s own showing, equal to 
Tenthaca, Hodgs., the type of which is Tenthaca pelvica, Hodgs. 
The only generic title available for the other members of the 
group is Keroula, Gray. 
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72. DissEMURUS MALAYENSISs (A. Hay). 

Is D. rangoonensis distinct from D. malayensis? In other 
words, is the Burmese species different from the inhabitant of 
the Malaccan peninsula? A want of examples has hitherto 
prevented a decision being come to on this point. Edolius seti- 
fer, Temm. is the Javan Dissemurus, and is distinct from the 
Malaccan. 


73. PERICROCOTUS FLAMMEUs (Forster) ? 

From the account given it is impossible to decide what species 
is referred to. It must not be forgotten that Mr. Blyth, after 
comparing Assamese examples of P. elegans (M‘Clelland) with 
P. flammeus, from Western India, was unable to distinguish 
them (Ibis, 1866, p. 369). P. flammeus, ex Java, can only be 
distinguished from true P. flammeus, ex Ceylon, by its smaller 
size, and by the outer edge of the last orange and black secon- 
dary being entirely orange, and not broken through with black. 
This distribution of colour, the orange-red of P. flammeus and 
its affines being replaced by crimson, is observable in P. bre- 
virostris. Should it hold good in all Javan individuals, it will 
furnish a reliable distinguishing character, and the species will 
require a new title, unless the Javan bird is identical with P. 
xanthogaster (Raffles) ex Sumatra. 

In all Burmese male individuals of P. speciosus (Lath.) which 
have come under my notice, the middle pair of rectrices have the 
outer webs wholly red, the inner webs only being black. I have 
never observed this peculiarity in either Himalayan or Central- 
Indian examples. The Burmese form is also smaller. An As- 
sam example in Major Godwin Austen’s collection also exhibits 
this peculiarity. 


76. COPSYCHUS MINDANENSIS (Gm.). 

Mr. Blyth (J. A. S. B. 1847, p. 139) was, I believe, the first 
author who identified the Malayan D’hyal with the Philippine. 
Yet, so far as can be gathered, no comparison has ever been made 
between Philippine individuals and those found either in the 
Malayan peninsula or elsewhere. That a black and white D’hyal 
occurs in Mindanao may be inferred from what Dr. v. Martens says 


(J. f. O. 1866, p. 10). Montbeillard calls the species to which 
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Gmelin gave the above title Merle de Mindanao, and states that 
it was brought home by Sonnerat. Were it not for the name 
bestowed, we should have no means of tracing its origin. 

Mr. Blyth (l. c.) separated the Ceylon and Malayan from the 
Indian Copsychus, on the ground that the female of this last 
was ashy above, while the females of the two former have the 
back of a much darker blackish ash. This distinction appears to 
be well founded. The Ceylon bird has received in consequence 
the title of C. ceylonensis, Sclater. The Malabar Copsychus, how- 
ever, would seem also to belong to the Ceylon form. Inthe ge- 
nerality of Ceylon and Malabar examples the bill is extremely 
short ; but in some it is scarcely less than in true C. saularis. 

From both the Ceylon and Indian forms the Malayan is said 
by Mr. Blyth to differ (.c.) by having only three (and not four) 
outer rectrices white. Ihave no Malaccan example to compare ; 
but this distinction holds good in the Javan D’hyal, C. amenus 
(Horsf.). And such is the case also in C. pluto. The D’hyals 
I have examined from all parts of India, Malabar excepted, from 
China, Cambodia, and Tongoo, are not to be separated. At the 
same time the bills vary much in their dimensions. The nest- 
ling changes at once from its brown and rufous nestling-plu- 
mage into that of the adult. The pure white outer edges of 
the two secondaries appear in the earliest stages, even when 
the quills are still edged with pale rufous. 

Comparison must be made between Malaccan, Sumatran, 
Javan, and Philippine individuals before the correct title for the 
Malaccan D’hayal can be determined. 


77. CITTACINCLA MACRURA (Gm.). 

I am unable to detect any characters whereby individuals from 
Ceylon, Central India, Malacca, Java, and Sumatra can be dis- 
tinguished. A very young bird from the Salween river has the 
belly, thigh-coverts, and under tail-coverts pure white. 


78. LOPHOCITTA GALERICULATA (Cuy.). 

Platylophus, Sw. (Faun. Bor. Amer. 1831), has precedence 
over Lophocitia, G. R. Gray*. This curious species is placed by 
Dr. Stoliczka under the Ampelide. 


* (Cf. Gray, Cat. Gen. B. App. no. 1042,—Eb. ] 


